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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This is in response to the Response filed on 3/1 2/2004 (paper # 25). Claims 23- 
31 are presented for examination. 



2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth In this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 

or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 

subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter 

as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 

having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall 

not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the 
various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were 
made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 
37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not 
commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

3. Claims 23-27, 30 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Arita U.S Pat. No.5,821,926 in view of Gasperina US pat. 
No.5,491,781. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC ' 103 
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As to claim 23, Arita discloses an Internet information method for receiving Internet 
information, displaying it on the screen, and display a tool bar composed of plural 
buttons each representing control function on the screen comprising: 
selecting an arbitrary button (button class of fig.3a) in said toolbar (fig.3a, 3b, col. 10 
line 62 to col.12 line 63). magnifying and displaying said selected button (i.e., displaying 
the button group and the individual buttons as an operating button on a display unit, see 
abstract, col.11 Lines 15-45. co1.20 line 32 to co1.21 line 65 and col. 15 line 13 to 
col.16 line 54). 

Arita does not specifically disclose magnifying button into a predetermined size in 
longitudinal and lateral directions. However, Gasperina discloses magnifying button into 
a predetermined size in longitudinal and lateral directions (see abstract, figs. 1 A, IB, 
col.1 lines 31-60 and col.3 line 6 to col.4 line 65). It would have been obvious to one of 
the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to implement Gasperina 's 
teachings into the computer system of Arita to displaying infomiation because it would 
have capable correcting reproduced image density automatically in accordance with a 
density of document ground. 

As to claim 24, Arita discloses the state of the selected button is magnified in the 
direction toward the center of the screen at said step of magnifying and displaying said 
selected button (see fig.8 and col. 15 Lines 13-56). 

As to claim 25, Arita discloses characters for expressing the function of the button are 
also displayed at said step of magnifying and displaying said selected button (see fig. 
27 and col. 17 Lines 1-26 and co1.21 line 5 to co1.22 line 60). 
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As to claim 26, Arita discloses the step of varying the displaying state of said magnified 
and displayed button when executing the function of said selected button (see fig. 1, 
col. 10 Lines 4960 and col.21 line 5 to col. 22 line 60). 

As to claim 27, Arita discloses the button is displayed in the depressed state from the 
screen at the step of varying the displaying state of said magnified and displayed button 
when executing the function of said selected button (see fig. 10, col. 17 lines 1-26 and 
co1 .25 line 19 to col .26 line 55). 

As to claim 30, Arita discloses Internet information for receiving Internet Information, 
displaying it on the screen, and display a tool bar composed of plural buttons each 
representing control function on the screen comprising: 

selecting an arbitrary button (button class of fig.3a) in said toolbar (fig.3a, 3b, col .10 
line 62 to col .12 line 63) and displaying said selected button in a single user action (i.e., 
displaying the button group and the individual buttons as an operating button on a 
display unit, see abstract, col. 1 1 Lines 15-45, col. 20 line 32 to co1.21 line 65 and col. 15 
line 13 to col. 16 line 54). 

Arita does not specifically disclose magnifying button into a predetermined size in 
longitudinal and lateral directions. However, Gasperina discloses magnifying button into 
a predetermined size in longitudinal and lateral ((see abstract, fIgs.lA, 1B, col.1 lines 
31-60 and col.3 line 6 to col.4 line 65). It would have been obvious to one of the 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the Invention was made to implement Gasperina 's 
teachings into the computer system of Arita to displaying information because it would 
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have capable correcting reproduced image density automatically in accordance with a 
density of document ground. 

As to claim 31 , Arita discloses that the display state of the selected button is magnified 
and moved in the direction toward the center of the screen (see fig.8 and col. 15 Lines 
13-56, col.l 1 line 4 to col. 12 line 64 and col.15 line 4 to col. 17 line 54). 

4. Claims 28 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Arita and Gasperina as in item 3 above and further in view of Schindler et al US 
pat. No.5,675,390. 

Arita and Gasperina 's teachings still applied as in item 3 above. Neither Arita nor 
Gasperina specifically discloses using a wireless remote control to select an arbitrary 
button. However, a wireless remote control is generally well known in the art as 
disclosed by Schindler (using remote control to control functional buttons and key pads, 
see abstract, col. 13 line 45 to col. 14 line 55). It would have been obvious if not 
inherent to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
implement a well-known device such as a wireless remote control in the computer 
system of Arita to control data because it would have enabled users to access and to 
control data information more quickly. 



Response to Arguments 
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5. Applicant's arguments filed on 3/1 1/2004 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive, 

* Applicant asserts that the Gasperita reference fails to disclose magnifying 
button into a predetermined size in longitudinal and lateral directions. 
Examiner respectfully disagrees. In the cited reference, Gasperina discloses 
magnifying button (depressing a button by a user) into a predetermined size 
(portion) in longitudinal and lateral directions (controlling the magnification with 
the lateral and longitudinal positions, see col. 1 lines 30-57, col.3 line 6 to ocL4 
line 65). As a result, the user can select the range (horizontal and vertical axis) 
of the display portion of the scroll box, which indicates scroll box's movements. 
Therefore, Gasperia discloses the Applicant's claimed invention. 

* Applicant further asserts that the motivation to combine the references is not 
applicable to the applicant's claimed invention and insufficient to establish 
obviousness. 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F. 2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, it would have 
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been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
implement Gasperina 's teachings into the computer system ofArita to displaying 
information because it would have capable correcting reproduced image density 
automatically in accordance with a density of document ground. Furthermore, it would 
have also been obvious if not inherent to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to implement a well-known device such as a wireless remote 
control of Schindler in the computer system ofArita to control data because it would 
have enabled users to access and to control data information more quickly. 

As a result, cited prior art does disclose a system and method for receiving 
Internet information, displaying it on the screen, and display a tool bar composed of 
plural buttons each representing control function on the screen, as broadly claimed by 
the Applicants. Applicants clearly have still failed to identify specific claim limitations 
that would define a clearly patentable distinction over prior art. Therefore, the examiner 
asserts that cited prior art teaches or suggests the subject matter broadly recited in 
independent claims 23, 29 and 30. 

Claims 24-28 and 31 are also rejected at least by virtue of their dependency on 
independent claims and by other reasons set forth in the previous office action [see 
paper no. 23]. Accordingly, claims 23-31 are respectfully rejected. 



Conclusion 

6. Claims 23-31 are rejected. 
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7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant Is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Khanh Dinh whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
8528. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:00 
A.m. to 5:00 P.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenton Burgess, can be reached on (703) 305-4792. The fax phone 
number for this group is (703) 872-9306. 

A shortened statutory period for reply is set to expire THREE montlis from the 
mailing date of this communication. Failure to response within the period for response 
will cause the application to become abandoned (35 U.S. C . Sect. 133). Extensions of 
time may be obtained under the provisions of 37 CFR 1. 136(A). 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is 
(703) 305 -9600. 




FRA^STZaJEAN 
PRSMARYEXAMIhSER 



Khanh Dinh 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 21 51 
5/10/2004 



